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developed a different strategy to avoid these difficulties, and after 10 years of programmatic research, published a new taxonomy of personality traits and an inventory to measure them (C&reg;r~rey9 1970a, 1970b) . The purpose of the present paper is to describe and contrast these two approaches to finding the most important personality dimensions. Data obtained on the same subjects from personality inventories developed by these two approaches were analyzed together to provide an empirical basis for this comparison.
The personality taxonomy developed by Howarth provides an example of using factor analysis of items to locate the most important factors of personality. Through extensive factor analytic studies of large numbers of personality questionnaire items Howarth has identified 20 major trait factors of personality (Howarth, 1980c; Howarth & Browne, 1971 , 1977 . The 10 most important and reliable of these, measured by 10 scales of 12 true-false items each, make up the Howarth Personality Questionnaire (HPQ; Howarth, 1980b) . The second 10 factors, in terms of importance and reliability, also measured by 10 scales of 12 true-false items each, make up the Howarth Additional Personality Factor Inventory (APF; Howarth, 1980a) .
Starting with an initial study defining the role of Downloaded from the Digital Conservancy at the University of Minnesota, http://purl.umn.edu/93227. May be reproduced with no cost by students and faculty for academic use. Non-academic reproduction requires payment of royalties through the Copyright Clearance Center, http://www.copyright.com/ (Comrey, 1967) Comrey, 1970a (Comrey, 1970b) .
The replicability of these eight personality factors had been well established by empirical studies at the time the CPS was published. Several subsequent studies by Comrey and other investigators provided additional confirming evidence demonstrating the robustness of this eight-factor taxonomy in diverse cultural settings in the United States and abroad (Forbes, Dexter, & Comrey, 1974; ~r~t~~ ~ Comrey, 1982; Rodrigues & Comrey, 1974; Vandenberg & Price, 1978; Zamudio, Padilla, & ~&reg; r~r~y9 1983) . Studies showing the clinical utility of these constructs and a discussion of their interesting connection to psychoanalytic theory are presented in Comrey (1980) . A recent study showed that these factor traits discriminate well between normals and psychiatric outpatients (Comrey & Schiebel, 1983 (Comrey, 1970b) that demonstrated the factor structure underlying the CPS. 
Factor of 64 Variables
Scores on the 64 variables were intercorrelated using product-moment correlations and factor analyzed by the minimum residual method (Comrey, 1973) (Comrey, 1967 (Comrey, , 1973 (Comrey, 1970b) , in which both the orthogonal and oblique solutions were given. The correlations among CPS scales and among oblique factors from that analysis are reproduced in Table 2 to give some indication of the actual degree of obliguity present in the CPS eight-factor system. For comparison, the same. eight Criterion I factors were also rotated by the normal varimax method (Kaiser, 1958) . This solution is not reported here because it was virtually identical with the Tandem Criterion 11 solution.
Rotation of seven Criterion I factors by varimax merely collapsed factors 0 and C, the two most highly correlated CPS factors. Rotation of only six factors by varimax collapsed 0 and C into one factor and T and P into another. Rotation of five factors collapsed these four factors into two factors and lost the M factor altogether. These various analyses strongly support the conclusion that this 64 x 64 correlation matrix yields eight major factors at the primary level, a major specific level factor, and one minor factor with Age as the only variable with a large loading.
Factor of and APF Items
In addition to the major factor analysis of the 64 variables, four factor analyses of Howarth questionnaire items were carried out: (1) 60 items in HPQ scales 1 through 5; (2) 60 items in HPQ scales 6 through 10; (3) 60 items in APF scales 1 through 5; and (4) 60 items in APF scales 6 through 10. Age and Sex were added as variables 61 and 62 in each of these analyses. These analyses were designed to determine if the Howarth scale items would define single major item factors or whether two or more item clusters would appear for a given scale. Where more than one item factor appeared for a given Howarth scale, item content was examined for clues as to the reason for the scale's split into more than one item cluster.
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